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Second LETTER, Sc. 


: Foxmon CasTLE, Auguſt 24, 1758, 
Reverend Sir, 


I. XXX AN the Preface to your Sermon 
8 I lately Ae 3 3 
| our having received my for- 
NN he 12 and add, That 
if the Proofs you have now brought do 
not ſatisfy me as to the Validity of your for- 
mer Aſſertions: It I am not yet convinced, 
that ſuch Poſitions are held, by People who 
paſs under the Denomination of Met hodiſts, 
and will ſignify this by a private Letter, I 
ſhall have a more particular Anſwer,” I 
deſire to live peaceably with all Men; and 
ſhould therefore wiſh for no more, than a 
private Anſwer to a private Letter, did the 


Affair lie between you and me. But this is 


not the Caſe: You have already appealed, 


(3) 
to the Archbiſhop, the Univerſity, the Na- 


tion. Before theſe Judges you have advanced 
a Charge of the higheſt Kind, not only 


againſt me, but a whole Body of People. 
Before theſe therefore I muſt either confeſs 


the C harge, or give in my Anſwer. 


2. Bur you hy: = charge Blaſphemy, | 
Impiety, &c. upon the Profeſſion of Me- 


thodiſm in general. I uſe no perſonal Reflec- 


tions upon you, nor any Invective againſt 


you, but in the Character of a Methodift. o 
That is, you firſt ſay, All Methodiſts are 
Pickpockets, Rebels, Blaſphemers, Atheiſts:“ 


And then add, “I uſe no Reflections upon 


you, but in the Character of a Methodift.” — 
But in the Character of a Pickpocket, Blaſ- 


phemer, Atheiſt.” None but ? What can 
Jou do more? | 


Bur this, you „ * is the Practice of 
all Bone Men, and a Part of the Liberty where- 
with Chriſt hath made you free. Nay ſurely 
there are ſome honeſt Men, who ſcruple 
uſing their Opponents in this Manner. At 
leaſt, I do: Suppole you was an Atheift, I 
would not bring againſt you a railing. Accuſa- 
tion. I would ſtill endeavour to treat you 
with Gentleneſs and Meekneſs, and thus to ſhew 
the Sincerity of my Faith. I leave to you that 
exquiſite ** Bitterneſs of Spirit, and extreme 
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Virulence of Language,” which you ſay 7s 
your Duty, and term Zeal. And certainly 
Zeal, Ferver, Heat, it is. But is this Heat 
from Above? Is it the Offspring of Heaven? 
Or a Smoke from the Bottomleſs Pit? 


4. O Sir, whence is that Zeal which 
makes you talk in ſuch a Manner to his 
Grace of Canterbury? *I lay before you the Diſ- 
poſition of an Enemy who threaten our Church 
1th a general Alteration or total Subverſion: 
Who interrupt us as we walk the Streets, 
(Whom? When? Where?) in that very 


Dreſs, which diſtinguiſhes us as Servants of 


the State, ( Aitogether Servants of the State?) 
in the now ſad Capacity of Miniſters of the fal- 
ling Church of England. Such being the 
proſtrate, miſerable Condition of the Church 
and ſuch the triumphant State of its Enemies, 
none of the Engliſh Prieſthood can expect bet- 
ter Security or longer Continuance than the 
reſt. They all ſubſiſt at Mercy.—Your Grace 
and thaſe of your Order will fare no better than 
thoſe of our own. Sir, are you in earneſt? 
Do you really believe Lambeth is on the 
Point of being blown up? 


. Yov go on. In the remote Counties 

of England LT bave ſeen a whole Troop of theſe 
ivines on Hor ſeback, travelling with each a 
Siſter behind im. O Sir, „What ſhould be 
great, you turn to Farce.“ Have you for- 
got, 
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ly got, that the Church and Nation are on the 
25 brink of Ruin? But pray when and where 
a did you ſee this? In what Year ? Or in what 

County? I cannot but fear, you take this 

Story on truſt: For ſuch a Sight, I will be. 
ch bold to ſay, was never ſeen. 
11s 
- 6. Wirn an eaſy Familiarity you add, 
ch My Lord, permit me here to whiſper a Ward 
ah 15 not this Vbiſpering in Print ſomething, | 
5 new?) that may be worth remembering. 1» . | 
ry our Memory ſome of the Prieſthood have not. | 
of proved ſo good Subjects as might have been | | 
7 expected, till they have been brought over with | 
- Preferments, that were due to other People. 
be Meaning, I preſume to yourſelf. Surely his | 
ch Grace will remember this, which. is ſo well [ 
85 worth remembring, and diſpoſe of the next N 
1 Preferment in his Gift, where it is ſo juftly _ I 
be due. If he does not, if he forgets either this, 4 
ce or your other Directions, you tell him frankly ö 
* what will be the Conſequence. We muſt ap- I 
bs ply to Parliament: p. 6. Or to his Majeſty. I} 


1C And indeed how can you avoid it? For i- | | 
| 


would be uſing bim, you think, extremely ill, 
| not to give him proper Information, that there 
es are now a. Set of People, offering ſuch In- 
ſe dignity to his Crown and GoveanMeNT.. 
a 
A 7. How Ev ER we are not to think, your op- 
* poſing the Methodiſts was owing * to Self-in- 18 
t, tereft alone. Tho', what if it was? Was 1:0 1 


A 3 depart 
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(6) 
part from my Duty, becauſe it happened Io be 
my Intereſt? Did theſe Saints ever forbear to 
preach to the Mob in the Fields for fear leaſt 
they ſhould get the Pence of the Mob? Or do 
not the Pence and the Preaching, go Hand in 
Hand together? No, they don't: For many 
Years neither I nor any connected with me, 
have got any Pence, as you phraſe it, in the 
Fields. Indeed, properly ſpeaking, they ne- 
wer did. For the Collections which Mr. 
Whitefield made, it is well known, were not 
for his own Uſe, either in whole or in part. 
And he has long ago given an Account in 
Print of the Manner wherein all that was re- 
ceived, was expended. 


8. Bur it is not my Deſign to examine at 
large either your Dedication, Preface or Ser- 
mon. I have only Leiſure to make a few, 
curſory Remarks on your Definition of the 
Methodiſts (fo called) and on the Account 
you give of heir firſt Riſe, of their Principles 
and Prafzice: Juſt premiſing, that I ſpeak 
of thoſe alone, who began (as you obſerve) 


at Oxford. If a thouſand other Sets of Men 


paſs under that Denomination, yet they are 
nothing to me: As they have no Connexion 
with me, ſo Iam no Way concerned, to an- 
ſwer either for their Principles or Practice: 
Any more than you are to anſwer for all who 


paſs under the Denomination of Church of Eng- 
land-Men. | 


(7) 
9. Taz Account you give of their Riſe 
is this. The Methodiſts began at Oxford. 


5 The Name was firſt given to a few Perſons, 
5 who were ſo uncommonly Methodical, as 10 
2 keep a Diary of the moſt trivial Actions of their 
5 Lives, as how many Slices of Bread and Butter 


they eat, how many Diſhes of Tea they drank, 
T how many Country - Dances they danced at 
their dancing Club, or after a Faſt, how 
many Pounds of Mutton they devoured. For 
upon theſe Occaſions they eat like Lions, having 
made themſelves uncommonly voracious. Of this 
not one Line is true: For, 1. It was from 
an antient Sect of Phyſicians,, whom we 
were ſuppoſed to reſemble in our regular 
Diet and Exerciſe, that we were originally 
ſtiled Metbodiſts. 2. Not one of us ever 
kept a Diary of the moſt trivial Actions of 
our Lives. 3. Nor did any of us ever ſet 
down, what or how much we eat or drank. 
4. Our Dancing-Club never exiſted : I never 
5 heard of it before. f. On our Faſt-Days 

we uſed no Food but Bread; on the Day [1 
following we fed as on common Days. 
| 6. Therefore our Voraciouſneſs and eating like | 
k Lions is alſo pure, lively Invention, 


) | | 
N 10. You go on. t was not long, before | 
* theſe Gentlemen began to dogmatize in a pub- 
ons lick Manner, feeling a ſtrong Inclination to 1 
* new- model almaſt every Circumſtance or Thing |! 
0 in the Syſtem of our National Religion. Juſt 

0 
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as true as the reſt, Theſe Gentlemen were 
ſo far from feeling any Inclination at all, to 
new-model any Circumſtance or Thing, that 
during their whole Stay at Oxford, they 
were High-Churchmen in the ſtrongeſt Senſe: 
Vehemently contending for every Circum- 


— — — 
—— — 


0 ſtance of Church-Order, according to the 
| Old-Model. And in Georgia too, we were 
rigorous Obſervers of every Rubric and Ca- 


It non: As well as (to the beſt of our Know- 
ledge) every Tenet of the Church. Your 
| Account therefore of the Riſe of the Metho- 
diſts, is a Miſtake from Beginning to End. 


\ 11. I proceed to your Definition of them: 
| By the Methodiſts was then and is now under- 
i Stood, a Set of Enthuſiaſts who pretending to 
| be Members of the Church of England, either 
| offend againſt the Order and Diſcipline of the 

Church, or pervert its Doctrines relating to 

Faith and Works and the Terms of Salvation. 


| 

| 

1 
4 AnoTHER grievous Miſtake. For what- 
| ever is now, by the Methodiſts then was not 
underſtood, any Set of Enthuſiaſts, or not En- 
thuſiaſts, offending againſt the Order and Diſ- 
| cipline of the Church. They were tenacious 
1 of it to the laſt degree, in every the leaſt Jat 
and Tittle. Neither were they then under- 


l ſtood to pervert its Doctrines, relating to Faith 
and Works, and the Terms of Salvation. 
For they thought and talk'd of all theſe juſt 
as you do now, *till ſome of them after their 


Return 


(9) 


Return from Georgia, were perverted into 
different Sentiments, by reading the Book 
of Homilies, Their Perverſion therefore (if 
ſuch it be) is to be dated from this Time. 
Conſequently, your Definition by no Means 
agrees with the Perſons defined. 


12. However, As a Shibboleth to diſtin- 
guiſh them at preſent, when they pretend to con- 
ceal themſelves, throw out this or ſuch like Pro- 
Poſition, Good Works are neceſſary to Salva- 
tion.” You might have {pared yourſelf the 
Labour of proving this? For who is there 
that denies it; Not 1: Not any in Connexi- 


on with me. So that this Sh:2baleth is juſt | 


good for nothing. - 3 

Anp yet we firmly believe, That a Man 
is juſtified by Faith, without the Works of 
the Law: That to him that worketh not, but 
believeth on him that juſtifieth the Ungodly, 
his Faith, without any Good Work preced- 
ing, is counted to him for Righteouſneſs. 
We believe (to expreſs it a little more 
largely) that we are accounted Righteous 
before Gop, only for the Merit of Chri/t, 
by Faith, and not for our own Works or 
Defervings. Good Works follow after Juſ- 
tification, ſpringing out of true, living Faith, 
ſo that by them living Faith may be as evi- 
dently known, as a Tree diſcerned by the 
Fruit. And hence it follows, that as the 
Body without the Soul is dead, ſo hat F ay 
Which 
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which. is without Works is dead alſo. This 
therefore properly ſpeaking is not Faith; 
as a dead Man is not properly a Man. 


13. You add, The « original Methodiſts 
affett to call themſelves Methodiſts of the 
Church of England: By which they plainly in- 
form us, there are others of their Body, who 
do not profeſs to belong to it. Whence we may 
infer, that the Methodiſts who take our Name, 
do yet by acknowledging them, as Nameſakes 
and Brethren, give themſelves the Lie, when 
they ſay they are of our Communion. Our Name! 
Our Communion ! Apage cum iſtã tud magni- 
fcentia! How came it, I pray, to be your 
Name. any more than Mr. Venn's? But 
waving this: IIere his another Train of Miſ- 
takes. For 1. We do not call ourſelves Me- 
thodiſts at all. 2. That we call ourſelves 
Members of the Church of England is certain. 
Such we ever were, and ſuch we are at this 
Day. 3. Yet we do not by this plainly inform 
you, that there are others of our Body, who 
do not belong to it. By what Rule of Lo- 

ic do you infer this Conclufion from thoſe 
Premiſtes. 4. You have another Inference 
full as good. Hence one may infer, That 
acknowledging Them, as Nameſakes and Bre- 
thren, they give themſelves the Lie, when they 
ſay they are of our Communion, As we do not 
take the Name of Methodiſts at all, fo we do 
not acknowledge any Nameſakes in this. But 
we 
* P. 9. 
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we acknowledge as Brethren all Diffenters 
(whether they are called Methodiſts or not) 
who labour to have a Conſcience void of Of- 
fence, toward Gop and toward Man. What 
lies upon you to prove is this: Whoever ac- 
knowledges any Diſſenters as Brethren, does 
hereby give himſelf the Lie, when he fays 
he is a Member of the Church of England. 


14. However you allow, there may be 
Place for Repentance. For if * any of the 
Founders of this Seh, renounce the Opinions 
they once were charged with, they may be per- 
mitted to lay aſide the Name. But what are 
the Opinions which you require us to re- 
nounce? What are, according to you, the 
Principles of the Methodijts # 


You ſay in general, They are contradic- 
tory to the Goſpel, contradiftory to rhe 
Church of England, full of Blaſphemy and 

Impiety, and ending in downright Atheiſm: 


For 1. They * expound the Scripture in ſuch 
a Manner, as to make it contraditt itſelf: 


2. Wirn Blaſphemy, Impiety and Diabo- 
lical Phrenzy, they contraditt our Saviour, by 
denying that be will judge Men, according to 
their Works. 


3. By denying this they deſtroy the eſſential 
Attributes of Gop, and ruin his Character as 
Judge of the World. 1 
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Is ſupport of the Firſt Charge, you ſay, 
It is notorious, and few Men of Common Senſe 


attempt to prove what is notorious, ri they 


meet with People of ſuch notoriou: Impudence 
as to diny it. | 


I mvsT really deny it. Why then you 
will prove it, by Mr. Maſon's own Words. 
Hold, Sir: Mr. Maſon's Words prove no- 
thing. For we are now ſpeaking of or1c1- 
NAL Methodiſts. But he is not one of them : 
Nor is he in Connexion with them; neither 
with Mr. J/h:tefield nor me. So that what 
Mr. Maſon ſpeaks, be it right or wrong, is. 
nothing to the preſent purpoſe. Therefore. 
unleſs you can find ſome better Proof, this, 
whole Charge falls to the Ground. 


WII, here it it. * Roger Balls —Pray, 
who is Roger Balls? No more a Methodiſt 
than he is a Turk. I know not one good. 
Thing he ever ſaid or did, beſide the telling 
all Men, I am no Methodiſt, which he ge- 
nerally does in the firſt Sentence he ſpeaks, 
when he can find any to hear him. He is 
therefore one of your own Allies. And a. 
Champion worthy of his Cauſe !. 


IF then you have no more than this to 
advance in ſupport of your Firſt Charge, 
you have alledged what you are not able to 
prove. And the more heavy that Allega- 

tion 
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tion is, the more unkind, the more unjuſt, 


the more unchriſtian, the more inhuman it 
it is bring it without Proof. 


15. In ſupport of the Second Charge, 
you ſay, ® Our Saviour declares our Works to 
be the Object of his Fudgment. But the Me- 
thodiſt, for the Perdition of the Souls of his 
Followers, Jays our Works are of no Conſide- 
ration at all, 


Wro ſays ſo? Mr. VMbiteſield? Or my 


Brother? Gr I? We ſay the direct contrary, 


But one of my anonymous Correſpondents 
ſays ſo. Whois he? How do you know he 
is a Methodiſt? For ought appears, he may 


be another of your Allies, a Brother to Roger 


Balls. 


Tuxkr or Threeſcore anonymous Correſ- 
pondents, cannot yield one grain of Proof, 
any more than an Hundred anonymous Re- 


markers on Theron and Aſpaſio. Before theſe 


can prove what the Methodiſts hold, you muſt 
prove, that theſe are Methodiſts : Either, 
that they are ORIGINAL Method? 255 or in Vows 
nexion with them. 


16. WiLL you ſay, * If theſe were not 
Metbodifts themſelves, they would not defend 
the Methodiſts? I deny the Conſequence: 
Men may be far from being Methodiſts, and yet 


willing + do the Methodiſts Juſtice. I have 
known 
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known a Clergyman of Note ſay to another, 


who had juſt been preaching a very warm 


Sermon, 4 Sir, I do not thank you at all for 
this. I have no Acquaintance with Mr. 


Whitefield or Mr. Weſley. And I do not agree 


with them in Opinion, But I will have no 


more Railing in my Pulpit.” 


17. From the Principles of the Metho- 
diſts you proceed to their Practice. * They 
hunt, ſay you, for extraordinary Marks and 


Revelations, whereby to know the State of the 


Soul. The Marks by which L know the 


State of any Soul, are the inward Fruit of 


the Spirit, Liove: Joy, Peace, Meekneſs, 
Gentleneſs, Goodneſs, Long-Suffering, Tem- 
perance, Patience: Shewn- not Words 


only, but by the genuine Fruit of outward 
Holineſs. 


Aue. " They magnify their Office beyond 
the Truth, by high Pretences ta miraculous In- 
fpiration. To this Aſſertion we have an- 
twered over and over, we pretend to no 
other Inſpiration than that which not only 
every true Goſpel Miniſter, but 109889 real 
Chriſtian enjoys. | 


Acai. * The End of all Impoſtors is ſome 
Kind of worldly Gain : And it is difficult for 
them to conceal - their Views entirely. The 
Love of filthy Lucre will appear, either by 
the Uſe they make of it, or the Means of 


1 getting 
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„getting it. As to the Uſe made of it, you 
n are filent. But as to the Means of getting 
r Wit, you ſay, Beſides Inbumanity wringing 
rom the Poor, the helpleſs Widows, the weep- 
e ig Orphans, (The Proof! the Proot!) they 
0 creep into Houſes, and lead captive filly Women, 

laden with divers Luſts. Tis eaſy to ſay 

this, and ten Times more. But can you 
prove it? And ought you to ſay it, *till you 
y can ? 


he I sHALL not concern myſelf with any 
1e Thing in your Appendix, but what relates 
of to me in particular. This premiſed, I ob- 
s, ſerve on No. 1. There are ſeveral Inſtances 
n- in my Journals, of Perſons that were in 1 
ds Asgonies of Grief or Fear, and roared for the 4 
rd Diſquietneſs of their Heart: Of ſome that 

exceedingly trembled before Gop, perhaps | 

fell down to the Ground, and of others whom 1 
nd | Gop in his adorable Providence, ſuffered | 
u- to be /unatic and ſore vexed. The particular 
n- © Inſtances hereof, to which you refer, have 
no been largely vindicated already, in the two 
ily Letters to the Rev. Dr. Church, as well as 
eal mat to the late Biſhop of London. 


In the fix following Numbers I am not 
concerned. The eight contains thoſe Words 
from my ſecond Journal, „The reſt of 
the Day we ſpent in hearing the wonderful 
Work, which Gop is beginning to work all 
over the Earth.” On this likewiſe I have 


ſ1 poken 
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ſpoken at large, to Dr. Church and Biſhop 
Gibſon. The Sum is: It is @ great Work 
when one notorious . Sinner is throughly 
changed in Heart and Life. It is wonder- 
fully great, when Gop works this entire 
Change, in a large Number of People: 
Particularly when it is done in a very ſhort 
Time: But ſo He hath wrought in Kingſ- 
wood, Cornwall, Newcaſtle. It is there- 
fore a truly wonderful Work, which Gop 
hath now more than begun to work upon 
Earth. 25 


I Hav now, Sir, briefly anſwered for _ 
myſelf, which if required, I will do more 
at large. But I truſt, it does already ap- 
pear, to every impartial Reader, that of 
the many and heavy Allegations you have 
brought, with an unparalleled Bitterneſs of 
Spirit, and an Acrimony of Language al- 
moſt without Precedent, you have not yet 

roved One. How far you are to be com- 
mended for this (unleſs by Meſſts. Balls and 
the Monthly Reviewers) it is not for me to 
judge: Let all Lovers of Truth, of Hu-, 
manity and Candor determine. At pre- 
ſent I have no more to add, than that I 
beſeech the Father of everlaſting Compaſ- 
ſion to ſhew more Mercy to you, than you 
have ſhewn to, 


Reverend Sir, 28 
Mur Servant for CuRIsT's Sake, 
JoHN WESLEY. 


— 2 — 
a ng —— — — 


